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Introduction
The Arctic is an interesting and challenging area not only geographically and politically but also in a legal sense. To begin with, establishment of Western-style territorial sovereignty over the Arctic land area and its seabed is today highly attractive to many nations as a source of minerals of for military purposes. From a narrow legal point of view, international law questions concerning mostly territorial claims are at the centre of Arctic issues, like, for instance, contesting national claims of sovereignty over the Arctic area. This short article does not deal with narrowly understood public international law related questions or legalpolitical disputes over the Arctic, instead, it asks if there is something we might label as an Arctic legal tradition. In order to discuss the possibility of an Arctic legal tradition we need to first to look at how Arctic has been and how it can be conceptualised from the viewpoint of comparative law.
Comparative Law and the Arctic
Clearly, Arctic contains many sorts of overlapping laws and normativities. 19 21 The Sámi law consists not only of the national norms of the Finnish, Swedish, Norwegian and Russian States and the relevant international norms concerning the Sámi people, but also -and more crucially -of the traditional norms that are followed (internally) in Sámi communities because these rules are felt as binding.
In principle, Arctic indigenous laws should not pose a problem for macro-comparative law; other non-Western normative entities based on, say, customary law have been seen to have formed entities that are sensible from the point of view of comparative law as objects of legal knowledge. In spite of this general recognition, macro-comparative law has for a long time concentrated on the so-called legal families (common law, civil law, mixed law) that are based on the State-centric classification of formal legal systems that originate from the Glenn distinguished several legal traditions, none of which seems specifically fit to describe the legal tradition of indigenous peoples' Arctic law. In the terminology used by character of the cosmos. 29 In other words, it is built upon a certain kind of an idea of nature and man. In Glenn's analysis the chthonic legal tradition emerged through experience, orality and memory. He regarded this legal tradition as the oldest of all legal traditions. Glenn specifically describes the chthonic legal tradition as a way to live in close harmony with earth. However, chthonic law is not an exclusive notion because in a broad sense it can be used to describe any legal culture which is a part of the longstanding custom of the people and in this sense also distinguishable from the Western oriented definition of law. In essence, however, Glenn's view relies on a specific legal theoretical thinking according to which there is no distinct line between legal and non-legal forms of normativity. If this standpoint is Originally the word chthonic refers to earth and has its roots in Greek mythology. According to this mythology, there were deities or gods which were related to the subterranean underworld i.e. a world where the souls of the dead go. Accordingly, the notion of chthonic comes from the Greek χθόνιος (khthónios) which means "of the earth, in the earth". The basic root of chthonic comes from the word χθών (khtón) which means "earth" or "ground". In short, this notion refers to a certain kind of relationship between man and earth. 30 Of course, other indigenous peoples may be part of the larger chthonic legal tradition but they lack the "Northness" which is distinctive for the Arctic indigenous groups. In other words, the Arctic groups' relation to nature is labelled by the Northern conditions (e.g. animals, ice, snow etc.). 
